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Detailed Action 
Claim Rejections- 35 U.S.C. 112 1 st Paragraph 

1 . Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. In 
lines 4 and 5 of claim 1 the applicant uses the phrase "selecting from a set of industry 
standard rules for distinguishing investment asset classes" but does not make it clear 
what is being selected. Examiner will review the claim based on the assumption that the 
applicant meant to say, "selecting a set of industry standard rules for categorizing asset 
classes." 

2. The term "real time" in claim 4 and others is a relative term, which renders the 
claim indefinite. The term "real time" is not defined by the claim, the specification does 
not provide a standard for ascertaining the requisite degree, and one of ordinary skill in 
the art would not be reasonably apprised of the scope of the invention. All systems 
have some delay built in and it is not clear what amount of time delay would constitute 
an action as being in real time or not in real time. 

3. Claim 5 recites the limitation "the determination is made in real time" and "the 
user is notified in real time of the determination" in lines 12-13 and 14-15 respectively. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Both claims 5 and 1 
discuss a determination and it is unclear which one the two limitations are referring to. 
Examiner notes that the determination in claim 5 will be used doing examination. 
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Claim Rejections- 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
PG-Pub 2002/0174045 to Arena et al (Hereinafter "Arena") in view of US 
PG-Pub 2002/001371 1 to Ahuja et al. (Hereinafter "Ahuja"). 
Regarding Claim 1: 

Arena teaches a method of controlling the allocation of investment funds of a 
user, including the steps of: 

Selecting from a set of industry standard rules for distinguishing investment asset 
classes. (See Arena paragraph 37 lines 1-8) 

Selecting, from the selected set of industry standard rules, different asset classes 
in which the user is to have investments. (See Arena paragraph 37 lines 1-8) 

Selecting the investment limits in which the user is to have investments in the 
different asset classes selected by the user. (See Arena figure 4, paragraph 71) 

Arena fails to determine when the user is to be notified that the user's investment 
in an individual one of the different asset classes is outside of the investment limits 
established by the user for the individual ones of the different asset classes. However, 
Ahuja does teach the determination. (See Ajuha figs 1 , 6(a), 6(b), 10, Paragraphs 44 
and 51) 
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Therefor it would be obvious for one skilled in the art to modify Arena in view of 
the notification system in Ahuja to allow for better, quicker investment decisions to be 
made in Arena's system allowing for more money to be made. 
Regarding Claim 2: 

Arena fails to further teach a method, including the step of: 
Selecting the mode by which the user is to be notified that the user's investment 
in individual ones of the different asset classes is outside of the limits established by the 
user for these asset classes. Ahuja does teach this step. (See Ahuja figs 1 , 6(a), 6(b), 
10, Paragraph 44) 

Therefor it would be obvious for one skilled in the art to modify Arena in view of 
the notification system in Ahuja to allow for better, quicker investment decisions to be 
made in Arena's system allowing for more money to be made. 
Regarding Claim 3: 

Arena fails to further teach a method wherein: 

After the user receives notification that the user's investment in individual ones of 
the different asset classes is outside of the limits established by the user for these asset 
classes, the user determines what changes, if any, the user wishes to make in the rules 
by which the user's investment funds are allocated. However, Ahuja does teach this 
method. (See Ahuja figs 1, 6(a), 6(b), 10, Paragraphs 44 and 51) 

Therefor it would be obvious for one skilled in the art to modify Arena in view of 
the notification system in Ahuja to allow for better, quicker investment decisions to be 
made in Arena's system allowing for more money to be made. 
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Regarding Claim 4: 

Arena fails to further teach a method wherein: 

The determination is made in real time at pre-selected intervals and wherein the 
user is notified in real time of the determination when the determination is made. 
However, Ahuja does teach this method. (See Ahuja Paragraph 51 ) 

Therefor it would be obvious for one skilled in the art to modify Arena in view of 
the notification system in Ahuja to allow for better, quicker investment decisions to be 
made in Arena's system allowing for more money to be made. 
Regarding Claim 5: 

Arena fails to further teach a method wherein: 

The user selects the mode by which the user is to be notified that the 
user's investment in individual ones of the different asset classes is outside of the 
limits established by the user for these asset classes. However, Ahuja does teach this 
method. (See Ahuja figs 1 , 6(a), 6(b), 1 0 Paragraph 44) 

After the user receives notification that the user's investment in 
individual ones of the different asset classes is outside of the limits established by 
the user for these asset classes, the user determines what changes, if any, the user 
wishes to make in the rules by which his investment funds are allocated. However, 
Ahuja does teach this method. (See Ahuja Paragraph 51 and 54) 

The determination is made in real time at pre-selected intervals. (See Ajuha figs 
1, 6(a), 6(b), 10, Paragraphs 44 and 51) 
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The user is notified in real time of the determination when the 
determination is made. (See Ajuha figs 1 , 6(a), 6(b), 10, Paragraphs 44, 51 , and 54) 

Therefor it would be obvious for one skilled in the art to modify Arena in view of 
the notification system in Ahuja to allow for better, quicker investment decisions to be 
made in Arena's system allowing for more money to be made. 
Regarding Claim 6: 

Ajuha in view of Arena teaches a method of controlling the allocation of 
investment funds for a user acting on behalf of a participant, including the steps of: 

Selecting, from a set of industry standard rules, investment asset classes to 
govern the investment of the user for the participant. (See Arena paragraph 37 lines 1-8 
Ajuha Paragraph 10) 

Selecting the investment limits in which the user is to provide investments in 
different one of the selected asset classes for the participant. (See Arena figure 4, Ajuha 
Paragraph 10) 

Determining when the user is to be notified that the investments for the user in 
the individual ones of the different asset classes are outside of the investment limits 
established by the user in the individual ones of the asset classes. (See Ajuha figs 1 , 
6(a), 6(b), 10, Paragraphs 10, 44, and 51) 

Therefor it would be obvious for one skilled in the art to modify Arena in view of 
the notification system in Ahuja to allow for better, quicker investment decisions to be 
made in Arena's system allowing for more money to be made. 
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Regarding Claim 7: 

Arena fails to further teach a method wherein: 

The user represents himself or herself. However, Ahuja does teach this method. 
(See Ajuha Paragraph 9. 10) 

Therefor it would be obvious for one skilled in the art to modify Arena in view of 
the notification system in Ahuja to allow for better, quicker investment decisions to be 
made in Arena's system allowing for more money to be made. 
Regarding Claim 8: 

Arena fails to further teach a method wherein: 

The user represents an individual other than the user. However, Ahuja does 
teach this method. (See Ajuha Paragraph 10) 

Therefor it would be obvious for one skilled in the art to modify Arena in view of 
the notification system in Ahuja to allow for better, quicker investment decisions to be 
made in Arena's system allowing for more money to be made. 
Regarding Claim 9: 

Arena fails to further teach a method wherein: 

The user represents a group or class of individuals. However, Ahuja does teach 
this method. (See Ajuha Paragraph 10) 

Therefor it would be obvious for one skilled in the art to modify Arena in view of 
the notification system in Ahuja to allow for better, quicker investment decisions to be 
made in Arena's system allowing for more money to be made. 
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Regarding Claim 10: 

Arena fails to further teach a method wherein: 

When the investment in an individual one of the asset classes selected by the 
user is in excess of limits established by the asset class, dealing with the excess in 
accordance with instructions from the user. (See Ajuha Paragraphs 10, 51 ) 

Therefor it would be obvious for one skilled in the art to modify Arena in view of 
the notification system in Ahuja to allow for better, quicker investment decisions to be 
made in Arena's system allowing for more money to be made. 
Regarding Claim 11: 

Arena fails to further teach a method wherein: 

When the investment in an individual one of the asset classes selected by the 
user is in excess of limits established by the user for the asset class, dealing with the 
excess in accordance with one of the following relationships: (a) acknowledging the 
situation but taking no remedial action, (b) changing the diversification limits in the 
individual one of the asset classes or (c) changing the asset allocation. However, Ahuja 
does teach this method. (See Ahuja Paragraph 10, 51 and 54) 

Therefor it would be obvious for one skilled in the art to modify Arena in view of 
the notification system in Ahuja to allow for better, quicker investment decisions to be 
made in Arena's system allowing for more money to be made. 
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Regarding Claim 12: 

Arena fails to further teach a method wherein: 
The mode of communicating to the user is changed when the investment in an 
individual one of the asset classes is outside of the limit established by the user for the 
asset class. However, Ahuja does teach this method. (See Ahuja Paragraph 10, 51) 

Therefor it would be obvious for one skilled in the art to modify Arena in view of 
the notification system in Ahuja to allow for better, quicker investment decisions to be 
made in Arena's system allowing for more money to be made. 
Regarding Claim 13: 

Arena fails to further teach a method wherein: 

The user represents (a) himself or herself, (b) an individual other than the user or 
(c) a group or class of individuals and wherein when the investment in an individual one 
of the asset classes selected by the user is in excess of the limit established by the user 
for the asset class, dealing with the excess in accordance with instructions from the 
user. However, Ahuja does teach this method. (See Ajuha Paragraph 10 and 51) 

Therefor it would be obvious for one skilled in the art to modify Arena in view of 
the notification system in Ahuja to allow for better, quicker investment decisions to be 
made in Arena's system allowing for more money to be made. 
Regarding Claim 14: 

Arena fails to further teach a method wherein: 

When the investment in an individual one of the asset classes selected by the 
user is in excess of the limit established by the user for the asset class, dealing with the 
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excess in accordance with one of the following relationships: (a) acknowledging the 
situation but taking no remedial action, (b) changing the diversification limits in the 
individual one of the asset classes or (c) changing the asset allocation and wherein the 
frequency or mode of communicating to the user is changed when the investment in an 
individual one of the asset classes is in excess of the limit established by the user for 
the asset class. However, Ahuja does teach this method. (See Ajuha Paragraph 10 and 
51 and 54) 

Therefor it would be obvious for one skilled in the art to modify Arena in view of 
the notification system in Ahuja to allow for better, quicker investment decisions to be 
made in Arena's system allowing for more money to be made. 
Regarding Claim 15: 

Arena teaches a method of controlling the allocation of investment funds for a 
user, the steps of: 

Establishing a plurality of asset classes for the user's investment and a limit for 
the user's investment in each of the asset classes. (See Arena figure 4, paragraph 71) 

Periodically determining the user's investment in each of the asset classes. (See 
Arena Paragraph 76) 

Arena does not teach providing a notification to the user, upon each periodic 
determination, whether or not the user's investment in each asset class exceeds the 
limit established by the user for the asset class. However, Ajuha does teach this 
method. (See Ahuja figs 1, 6(a), 6(b), 10, Paragraph 44) 
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Therefor it would be obvious for one skilled in the art to modify Arena in view of 
the notification system in Ahuja to allow for better, quicker investment decisions to be 
made in Arena's system allowing for more money to be made. 
Regarding Claim 16: 

Arena fails to further teach a method of: 

Determining from the user, upon each notification to the user, whether the user 
wishes to change any of the asset classes or the investment limit in any of the asset 
classes. However, Ajuha does teach this method. (See Ajuha Paragraph 51) 

Therefor it would be obvious for one skilled in the art to modify Arena in view of 
the notification system in Ahuja to allow for better, quicker investment decisions to be 
made in Arena's system allowing for more money to be made. 
Regarding Claim 17: 

Arena fails to further teach a method of: 

Providing the notification to the user in a notification mode selected by the user. 
However, Ajuha does teach this method. (See Ajuha Paragraph 51 and 54) 

Therefor it would be obvious for one skilled in the art to modify Arena in view of 
the notification system in Ahuja to allow for better, quicker investment decisions to be 
made in Arena's system allowing for more money to be made. 
Regarding Claim 18: 

Arena fails to further teach a method of: 

Changing the periodicity of the notification when the notification indicates that the 
investment of the user in at least an individual one of the asset classes exceeds the 
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specified investment limit for the assets in the asset class. However, Ajuha does teach 
this method. (See Ajuha Paragraph 44, fig 10) 

Therefor it would be obvious for one skilled in the art to modify Arena in view of 
the notification system in Ahuja to allow for better, quicker investment decisions to be 
made in Arena's system allowing for more money to be made. 
Regarding Claim 19: 

Arena fails to further teach a method of: 

Changing the asset classes and the particular limits in each of the asset classes 
when the user provides a notification to this effect. However, Ajuha does teach this 
method. (See Ajuha Paragraph 51) 

Therefor it would be obvious for one skilled in the art to modify Arena in view of 
the notification system in Ahuja to allow for better, quicker investment decisions to be 
made in Arena's system allowing for more money to be made. 
Regarding Claim 20: 

Arena fails to further teach a method of: 

Receiving from the user, upon a notification to the user of an excess above a 
specified limit in an asset class, one of the following: (a) an acknowledgement of the 
notification without any change in any of the asset classes, (b) a change in the limits in 
at least one of the asset classes and (c) a change in the allocation of the investments 
among the asset classes. However, Ajuha does teach this method. (See Ajuha 
Paragraph 51 ) 
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Therefor it would be obvious for one skilled in the art to modify Arena in view of 
the notification system in Ahuja to allow for better, quicker investment decisions to be 
made in Arena's system allowing for more money to be made. 
Regarding Claim 21: 

Arena teaches a method of: 

Designating an individual one of a plurality of asset classification 
systems. (See Arena paragraph 37 lines 1-8) 

Selecting, in the designated one of the asset classification systems, asset 
classes in which investments are to be provided. (See Arena paragraph 37 lines 1-8) 

Arena fails to teach periodically indicating to the user the investments in each of 
the selected asset classes and the values of these investments. However, Ajuha does 
teach this method. (See Ajuha figs 1, 6(a), 6(b), 10, Paragraphs 44 and 51) 

Therefor it would be obvious for one skilled in the art to modify Arena in 
view of the notification system in Ahuja to allow for better, quicker investment decisions 
to be made in Arena's system allowing for more money to be made. 
Regarding Claim 22: 

Arena fails to further teach a method of: 

Notifying the user of the investments for the user in each asset class in a 
notification mode selected by the user. However, Ajuha does teach this method. (See 
Ajuha figs 1, 6(a), 6(b), 10, Paragraphs 44, and 51) 
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Therefor it would be obvious for one skilled in the art to modify Arena in view of 
the notification system in Ahuja to allow for better, quicker investment decisions to be 
made in Arena's system allowing for more money to be made. 
Regarding Claim 23: 

Arena fails to further teach a method of: 

The notification mode includes regular mail, facsimile, e-mail and system alert 

messages. However, Ajuha does teach this method. (See Ajuha figs 1 , 6(a), 6(b), 10, 

Paragraphs 44, and 51) 

Therefor it would be obvious for one skilled in the art to modify Arena in view of 

the notification system in Ahuja to allow for better, quicker investment decisions to be 

made in Arena's system allowing for more money to be made. 

Regarding Claim 24: 

Ahuja in view of Arena further teaches a method of: 

Providing an opportunity to the user to change the asset classes in which 

investments are made for the user. However, Ajuha does teach this method. 

(See Ajuha Paragraph 51) 

Therefor it would be obvious for one skilled in the art to modify Arena in view of 

the notification system in Ahuja to allow for better, quicker investment decisions to be 

made in Arena's system allowing for more money to be made. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James A. Vezeris whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1580. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-alt. Fridays 7:30am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tom Dixon can be reached on 571-272-6803. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



James Vezeris 
Patent Examiner 
571-270-1580 



August 22, 2007 




